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The same company at the heart of that unprecedented broadcast consolidation also is
known for using joint sales agreements and other arrangements to exert operational control over
other stations around the country that they do not own. And earlier this year, you revoked
previous guidance stating that the FCC would take a hard look at those agreements in any merger
to ensure that they are not being used to skirt the media ownership limits. In effect, this change
suggests that the FCC will take a blind eye towards agreements that allow functional operational
control of a station by another — creating even more de facto consolidation without FCC
oversight.

Many find the timing of your media ownership actions troubling and question whether
they were taken knowing that they were essential to the business plans of a single company. It is
obvious that without your change to the UHF discount, this proposed merger would not have
been initiated. Whether or not one believes your reinstatement of the discount to be suspect, that
action raises serious doubts about whether the FCC is acting impartially in these matters. In any
event, your action does not conform to the justification for the national ownership cap adopted
by Congress as part of the Telecommunications Act of 1996.

Reports now suggest that you intend to eliminate or seriously weaken many of the FCC’s
remaining media ownership limits sometime this fall. Those reports indicate that you are
considering removing many of the limits on ownership of multiple stations by a single company
in a single market and repealing the FCC’s ban on co-ownership of TV stations and newspapers
in the same market. The sum total of such moves would be nothing less than a declaration by
you, as the nation’s sole broadcast regulator, that further consolidation in the broadcast media
marketplace is warranted and welcome. For decades, Congress and the FCC have maintained
that reasonable limits on the number of stations a single company can own both nationally and in
a particular market materially benefit the public interest. Ifin fact you repeal these rules, it
would fly in the face of this long history and the belief that these rules are warranted because of
the unique role of broadcasters in this nation (a role not replicated by any other media entity).

Americans continue to have faith in their local broadcast stations. Moves to repeal the
media ownership rules threatens to create a world of corporatized, nationalized content being
force fed to consumers under the guise of local news and public affairs programming. This is not
the broadcast media that Americans deserve.

Your dismissive approach to the need for and longstanding history of the nation’s media
ownership rules is quite concerning. At a minimum, the FCC should not take any further action
to relax the media ownership rules until it has completed another full quadrennial media
ownership review. In fact, this is why Congress created the quadrennial media ownership review
— to ensure that any changes to the media ownership rules are based on a fulsome review of the
current broadcast landscape. It was just a year ago, at the end of the most recent quadrennial
review, that the FCC concluded that its existing media ownership rules were essential. And if
anything, the rapid technological and practical changes in the broadcast space since that decision
suggest that the FCC must build a new thorough record about the state of broadcasting today.
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV P

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

Nz&j \/ e

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and [
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, [ believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, [ would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV %

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and [
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, [ believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

—~

e Vo an

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV 1%

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, | would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

Nug \/ oo

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if T can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-~

e Vel

Ajit V. Pai






Page 2—The Honorable Sheldon Whitehouse

is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and [
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, [ would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step. and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

NU‘U \/ e

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SARVAN %

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Vo an

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, [ would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

<o Ve fas

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

o Vo (o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if [ can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Vo Yan

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, [ would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SRV P

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc bass at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

SPRVA P

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

I appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

" Ve Yan

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

] appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-

e Ve o

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

| appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

=V {an

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, [ believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

= V-

Ajit V. Pai
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is the right way to review the national ownership cap as opposed to looking on an ad hoc basis at
only one aspect of the cap, the UHF Discount.

The comment cycle on the national ownership cap Notice of Proposed Rulemaking has
now closed, and we are now in the process of reviewing the record. In my view, it is important
for the Commission to complete this holistic review of the national ownership cap, and I
therefore must respectfully decline your request to stop work on it.

You also request that the Commission stop approving any broadcast mergers or
acquisitions on a blanket basis. Your letter doesn’t reference any statutory authority for taking
such a drastic step, and I am not aware of any. Rather, I believe that the proper course of action
is to continue to evaluate applications on a case-by-case basis.

With respect to the Sinclair transaction that is specifically mentioned in your letter,
however, I would point out that the FCC’s informal 180-day clock has now been stopped for
over four months because of the parties’ failure to supply the Commission with the information
necessary for us to assess the proposed merger.

[ appreciate your interest in this matter. Please let me know if I can be of any further
assistance.

Sincerely,

-~

" Vo fan

Ajit V. Pai
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